
I don't th1nk it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operat1on
conditions of land mobl1e radio users at the expense of the RIC modelers. The FCC
may not think we are as important as business users of radio, but we have a
cons1derable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. It 1s a s1zable
industry that must be saved from these detrImental FCC actions. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people 11ke my self
and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aViation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my past1me by not
allow1ng the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the 72- 75 MHz
band. We all need your help urgently because the FCC has a deadline of February
26, 1993 after which it may become more difficult to avoid halting these
proposals from going into effect.

Sincerely,

Howard Co1l1ns ,
126 11 Wenonga Lane
Leawood, Kansas 66209
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February 3, 1993

To: Honorable Senator Nancy Kassebaum
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Subject: NPRM - PR Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Nancy Kassebaum:

RECE~\/ED

IMAR 9\9931
fEDERAL CCN"'UNIC~T\CJtJ '3 CiJMt.'ISSlON

(JF1CE Of THE SEcnErMY

I am a concerned citizen who derives many hours of enjoyment from
constructing and operating Radio Controlled Airplanes. This hobby
is a continuation of my interest in aviation for as long as I can
remember. I am very active in our local club, Rhose members enjoy
constructing and operating Radio Controlled Models. In addition,
we are aleo very active in community affairs, using our hobby as a
way to reach other members and youth of our community.

I am concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92--235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
model use and will increase the risk of accidents and attendant
liability of controlling model airplanes.

Our radio controlled frequencies are in the 72-75 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio controlled frequencies in this band are far
enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been
able to share the band without either use interfering Rith the
other.

The FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting
them into narrower band-widths and rearranging the band plan. As
a. result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the
radio controlled f:equencies and will cause interference to radio
controlled operations. It is my understanding that of the current
50 frequencies in the 72 MHz band that are currently used by radio
controlled enthusiasts for control of model aircraft, 31
frequencies will be impacted leaving only 19 available if the new
rules are adapted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and
the protection of property Many of our safety precautions
involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control
frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as
proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become
congested, and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to
10 feet and weigh -as much as 20 to 40 pounds. The models
thcm~elves are expensiv-e to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing serious property damage, serious injury, or even



death if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of
the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and
contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use
of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a
safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio
controlled modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as
business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in
our hobby/models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides
many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like
myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

Please help all the modelers in our great state and the country to
continue the safe enjoyment of our pastime by not allowing the FCC
to carry out its proposals for the 72-75 MHz band. We believe that
the FCC can explore other avenues to resolve this problem without
adversely affecting our safety and enjoyment.

Sincerely,

~ATI4GS. ~Nr'JeiZ.
7.c>.~ 344 r

k7N611?~((~ . ~700??



The Honorable Robert nole
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510
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Op.ar Senator Oole:
fEDERAl C()'\MUNlCATiO'!!~ CC*.IMISSION

<fRCE OF THE SEcnnMY

I have bpen interpsted in model aviation for as long as I can remember.
I am very active in both constructing and opprating radio controlled
model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The
procepdinQ is PR Docket 92-?35. If adopted, the new rules will greatly
reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for modpl use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling
model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobilp dispatch operations. Howpver,
our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the
land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without
either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting
them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a
result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio
control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations.
I am told that of the 50 frequencies that ar~ presently available for
radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if
these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and thp margin of safety
will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many Model airplanes have wing spans up to 10
feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are
expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at orqanized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to assur~ a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users
of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of en50,vrnent to
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing
the FCC to carry out its proposals for ~he 72-76/MH~b~d'f) I. !? J ~.

~/ ~I rtf -;tj~ 9../~1P0 ~,~
S; ncere1y • CfJa,~~, rr I -r ~ Ci/C<Y-".}.
·tG~~f0"'~'J /--f~ ALfV0 ~ 10 ~!J,~
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11 February 1993

Dear Honorable Nancy Kassebaum:

We Hobbyest are being assaulted by Large
Corporations wanting to infringe upon the radio
frequencies we have enjoyed for many years both
in Amateur Radio and Radio Controlled
planes, boats and cars. I am writing to you to
express my opposition to PR Docket 92-235 of the
FCC.

I am most concerned about the high powered
Mobile Phone frequencies they wish to put
adjacent to our flying frequencies. This will
produce a dangerous situation in that their high
power will overpower Our lower powered
transmitters and we could lose control of our
planes. They could smash into someones's property
or worse hit an individual causing serious
injury. Some of our planes are very large. We
would never know when a mobilephone would be in
our operating area so we would not have ~ontrol

when they come near.

I am retired and was encouraged by my Wife to
enter RIC Flying and I thoroughly enjoy it. I
would hate to lose it.

Sincerel y Yours,

VEPNON R DAVY
79!5 W 91 st TERR
OVERLAND PAS:K
~:::(V~SAS 6521 ~~~



EDWARD E. DEAVER
111 SUNfLOWER BLVD
LIBERAL. KS 67961

THE HONORABLE NANCY KASSEBAUM
302 RUSSELL SENATE O.B.
WASHINGTON D.C. 20510

RECE~VED

:MAR 9.1993.
FEDERAL C().\tiUNlCAW1,iSC\),\MlSSlON

CJFlCE Of THESEGlETARY

DEAR SENATOR KASSEBUAM
I AM WRITING CONCERNING THE PROPOSED RULE -PR DOCKET 92-235.-

I HAVE BEEN fLYING MODEL AIRPLANES A GOOD PART Of MY LIfE.
IT IS A HOBBY I HAVE ENJOYED OVER THE YEARS. I HAVE ALWAYS
TRIED TO BE AS SAFE AS POSSIBLE SO THAT NOBODY GETS HURT AND
FUN IS HAD BY ALL. IT MUST BE EMPHASIZED THAT SOME REMOTE
CONTROL AIRPLANES CAN WEIGHT UP TO 28-36LBS. SOME FLY UP TO
AND PAST 188MPH. PROPELLERS ARE SPINNING AT REMARKABLE
SPEEDS AND HAVE THE ABILITY TO CUT FINGERS OFf. OF COURSE.
MOST RC PLANES ARE SMALLER AND SLOWER BUT IMAGINE THE IMPACT
Of A 5LB WEIGHT MOVING AT 66MPH. THE DAMAGE THAT CAN BE DONE
IF A PLANE IS OUT Of CONTROL IS LIFE THREATENING.

UP TO THIS POINT THE FREQUENCY RANGE THE FCC HAS ALLOTTED fOR
OUT HOBBY HAS BEEN SAfE. THE NEW PROPOSED RULE CHANGE WILL
THREATEN THE SAFETY Of OUT HOBBY. SINCE THE PROPOSED NEW
fREQUENCIES ARE SO CLOSE. INTERFERENCE ~ILL OCCUR AND RENDER
MOST MODEL FREQUENCIES UNUSABLE AND UNSAFE. ALSO. THE NEW
fREQUENCIES ASSIGNED ARE TO MOBILE UNITS SO ONE COULD BE
SETTING IN THE PARKING LOT AT THE LOCAL FLYING fIE~D. HOW
DISASTEROUS IT WOULD BE FOR INTERFERENCE TO CAUSE THE LOST
CONTROL OF A PLANE THAT KILLED SOMEONE.

ANOTHER CONCERN IS If THE FCC CHANGES THE FREQUENCIES
ALLOWABLE FOR RC AIRPLANES. CONCIDERING THAT I HAVE OVER
$2888 INVESTED IN THIS HOBBY AND DO NOT HAVE THE FUNDS TO BUY
ALL NEW EQUIPMENT. I AM CONCERNED THIS RULE CHANGE WILL PUT
AN END TO MY FAVORITE PASTTIME.

PLEASE CONSIDER THIS PROPOSAL WITH THESE ISSUES IN MIND. I
AM AGAINST THIS RULE CHANGE AND WOULD LIKE TO SEE OUR HOBBY
GO ON UNITERFERED WITH. AND REMAIN SAFE!!!!

SINCERELY.

!%~~
EDWARD E. DEAVER

I tI )'va (Jlcuy'-'C t1/vcl
l-/ iRe q ( t{f. C 790 1

•



The Honorable Nancy Kassebaum
Room 302 Hart Bldg.
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Senator Kassebaum,

'MAR ,.919931
2-13-92

FEDERAl WlMUNlCAT!Oi!S C().lMlSSlON
CfFICE OF THE SECHETARY

Ever since I was a child, I've been interested in aircraft. Being unable to afford to fly full size
aircraft, I was very excited about being introduced to flying "radio controlled" model aircraft.

I am very concerned about proposed ruling that is under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. Ifadopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and will greatly increase
the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio freqGencies are in the 72 - 76 Mhz band..This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However our radio frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the
land mobile frequencies, that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with each
other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
band widths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move
closer to the radio control frequencies and will cause interference to radio control operations. I am
told that the 50 frequencies that are presently used for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions
involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable
frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested
and the margin of safety will be greatly reduced. '

Please understand that many model airplanes have wingspans up to 10 feet and weigh as much
as 30 to 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build, but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage or serious injury, even death if radio interference causes the
operator to lose control of the aircraft We often fly our models at organized events and contests where
hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to
assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land
mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our
radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me to continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by NOT allowing the FCC to
carry out it's proposals for the 12 - 76 Mhz Band.

merely, I I j~, ~£.-/

car~v
9809 W. 104 W. 104th Terr
Overland Park, KS. 66212
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The Honorable Nancy Kassebaum
Room 302 Russell Building
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Senator Kassebaum:

'tDERAL. OOtiMUNlCATIONS Ctl.1MISSlON
(fFICE OF THE SEC:iaMY

February 12, 1993

I have been building and racing radio controlled boats for 4 years.
I am very active in our local boat club. As Secretary/Treasure my
duties io beyond running boats, it allows me to get more people
interesied in a hobby that is growing. I have invested over $2500 in
boats, radios and support equipment. Please consider the below
information before you make a decision.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly
reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling
model boats.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart
from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the
band without either use interfering with the other~

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan.
As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio
frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am
told that of the 30 frequencies that are presently available for radio
control boats only 20 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

When we run our model boats under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the
ramaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety
will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model boats have lengths of 2 to 4 feet
and travel from 30 to 80+ MPH at full speed. The models themselves are
expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the boat. We often run our boats

i at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators



,I

-
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to assure a safe boat racing environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio
control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and
in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people like myself.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz band.

?iiu~~
Michael Dornbusch
Sec/Tres
Kansas City R/C Boat Club
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The 'Hon6rabl~ Nancy Kassebaum
U. S. Senat'e
302 Russel Senate a.B.
Washington, D.C. 20510

RECEIVED

(MAR 9,1995
fEDERAL COMMUNlCATl{:' :2, COOMlsSloN

" ~c;THE SECRHAAY

I am writing to you in regards tp the FCC PR Docket 92-235.
I understand that the FCC is proposing to insert two new
frequencies between those that are currently assigned for
Radio Controlled Model use, which means that we could have
transmitters almost four times as powerful as ours opera~ing

in the same area as we operate our models. This could
greatly affect our control of these models, which we operate
in public areas at local and national competition events.
These models can range from 3 to 30 pounds and operate at
speeds of up to 60 miles per hour. If we were ~o lose
control of these models, because of an interfering signal
such as those in this proposal, they could cause great
damage.

My concern in this issue has several facets. First off, I am
an avid competitor in local Radio Control Model events, where
I have a personal investment in equipment of over $5000.00.
If this rule making becomes law, it could render a great deal
of this equipment unusable. I am also involved ~n promoting
these Radio Controlled events, and this could greatly affect
many Americans who enjoy this hobby and sport. Radio Control
Modeling also makes up almost 10% of sales in our family
owned small business.

In closing I would ask that you oppose this rule making. I
would also like to thank you for taking the time to listen to
a concerned American.

Sincere2Q
~.-+--E7=-J---------
~be:=~

Robert J. Dunker
Rt. 1 Box 94
Atwood, KS 67730
(913) 626-3261



The Honorable Sen. Nancy Kasgebaum
302 Rusgell Building
Wa.shing'tDn, DC 20510

FebmaIy 14, I~ECEI\/ED

'MAR ,9 ,1993J
Dear SenatDr Kassebaum, FEDERAL Cct.lMUNICATICJI',!) CCMM1SSlON

(FACE OF THE SEGBErARY
It has recently COIre tD nw attent10n that the Federal Comwnications ComnjssJon is

considering an action tbat will dmstically effect the safeW of Rad10 Controlled mxlel aviation. I
have been involved in the Radio Control (RIJ) sport for over 5 ;years. I currently Imke U93 of
R,c equipIrent in recreational and competition flying of IIDdel atrplanes and helicopters.

I am e:xtreIIJ3ly concerned about proposed roles currently under consideration by the FCC.
The prooeeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new mles will greatly increare the risk of
accidents and the attendant liabilll\Y related tD the control of IIDdel atroraft.

Our mdio control frequencies are in the 72-76 Mbz band. This band jg currently shared
between R,c U93 and private nnbile ctispat.ch operations. However, our radID control frequencies
are currently spaced far enough 'apart (10 Khz) from the land nnbile frequencies that we have
been able fu share the band with no interference between the two U93S.

Now the FCC wants tD add nnre land IIDbile frequencies by splitting them:lnto narrower
bandwidths and spacing mmy of them closer tD the radID control frequencies (w:ithin 2.5 Khz),
causing toteIference between the two U93S of this band. The result will be that 30 or nnre of
the current 50 R,c airoraft frequencies will becoIIJ3 unsafe tD use. Please note that the power
output allowed tD land nnbile t:rans:rnitters is 4 tiIres that allowed to R,c transmitters. Therefore,
the only toterference we can cau93 tD them is static or a bIief loss of coIIlllllllication, whereas the
reverse is far nnre d.angerous.

Please understand that rmny mxlel airplanes have wingspans of up tp 10 feet and weigh up
tD 40 pounds. The helicopter that I fly has a rotDr span of 5 feet, spinning at up to 2000 :rpm
This IIDdel cost; over $1500, but nnre tD the point, is capable of cauSing 93vere i:QjUIY and
propertor da~e if :radio interference causes IIJ3 tD lose control of its flight. We often fly at
organi2Bd events and contests with hundreds of operators. We need the reliable use of our full
range of radio frequencies in omer tD as:ro.re a safe flying enviro:rurent.

When we fly IIDdel airoraft., we go to tD great pains ro assure the safeW of the pilots and
spectators and the protection of properw. Many of our safew precautions involve the careful
cooRlination of the U93 of mdio control frequencies. If the nuIIiJer of usable frequencies is
reduced as proposed by the FCC, the reIIBIDing frequencies will becoIIJ3 congested and the
:rmrgin of safew will be greatly decreared.

It is not wise of the FCC ro seek the expansion of land nnbile operations at the expense of
radio control IIDdelers. The FCC IIBeY not think we are as iIIportant as comreroial U93rs of
radIDs, but as a group, we have a huge tnvest:J:rent tn airoratt and mdio equipDl3I1t, and support
a large tndustIy of R,c nmrufacturers, reta.fl.ers and publishers tbrougbout the United States.

Please help IIJ3 continue the safe pursuit of nw sport and nw career by not allowing the FCC
tD cany out its proposals for the 72-76 Mhz band. Thank;you for;your consideration.

Richard Evans
6625 Fieldwood Dr.
Topeka, KS 66619

10~
1/[ RicbaniEV~
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James P. Galstad
852 Faulkner
Wichita, KS 67203

Februar~ 14, 1993

The Honorable Nanc~ Kassebaum
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Kassebaum:

I am an engineer emplo~ed at Learjet Inc. in Wichita, Kansas
and have been emplo~ed in Wichita aviation since 1978. A
ver~ important part of m~ life in Wichita IS RC Model
Aircraft. I have been fl~ing model aircraft for over 25
~ears.

I am very discouraged to learn of the proposed rules under
consideration b~ the Federal Communications Commission in PR
Docket 92-235. Should these new rules be adopted, the usable
RC model aircraft radio frequencies will be greatly reduced.
The proposed rules need to be revised prior to a~option. The
separation of frequencies is not acceptable. For example;
inserting a non RC Model frequenc~ of 72.0725 next to the RC
Model frequenc~ of 72.070 will make the RC model frequency
unreliable. The result will be normal RC model operation
until the proposed 72.0725 frequenc~ is used; this frequenc~

is so close to the RC frequenc~ that interference will result
which nearl~ always results in the loss of the RC model. I
was fl~ing an RC model in Illinois when it went out of
control due to interference from a Citizens Band radio. This
occurred some ~ears ago when the model frequencies and CB
frequencies were adjacent to one another in similar manner
which is being proposed. I am still fl~ing this model--but
only because it crashed in the middle of a river and a boater
kindl~ retrieved it. This river was over a 1/4 mile from the
fl~ing field and in the middle of a park with picnics and
children. An uncontrolled model airplane is not safe. The~

can be deadl~. The Academy of Model Aeronautics of which I
am a member has been promoting modeling safet~ for man~ years
and has been doing a good job. The AMA's and each modelers
abilit~ to safely operate a model requires a modelers
integrit~. It also requires an interference free radio link
to his model. Modeling safety has not been in the limelight
due to the general integrit~ and responsibility of the
modelers. Please help us keep it that wa~.



The proposed frequencies will not only create an unsafe
situation for modelers; it will also cause many modelers to
replace their radio equipment. This equipment ranges from
approximately $75 to $400 dollars per radio for the modelers
I am familier with. I personally operate 3 radio sets for
which the replacement cost would be 56ge. The cost to
modelers across the country will be tremendous.

In today's world; providing a good environment and quality
challenges to our youth is possible though it seems to be
getting more and more difficult. I have a ten year old
daughter who is learning to fly RC model aircraft. The
proposed frequency changes will be an additional hindrance to
providing healthy activities for not only our youth but all
modelers as well. Many modelers, including the organized
clubs in Wichita, provide modeling activities, demonstrations
to schools, and help children become involved in a wholesome
rewarding hobby.

The lessons I have learned from my RC model aircraft have
provided direct benefits to my Job. As an aircraft engineer
I am daily experiencing the compromises required due to the
requirements of weight, stress, airframe, systems, flight
crews, FAA, legal liability, management, schedule, budget,
etc in order to produce a profitable aircraft. I have no
doubt that a workable alternative to PR Docket 92-235 can be
developed. Please work to defeat PR Docket 92-235 as it is
formulated today.

The RC Model frequency bands may be shared if done in a way
to provide adequate channel separation. Since the model
radios are low power, consideration must be made to higher
power radios whose transmissions are broad enough to still
interfere with the RC frequencies. Should RC frequencies be
given away; please do it in a way which will still enable the
modeling activity to occur. For example, placing model
frequencies close to one another is more workable. The RC
flying fields use frequency control today to prevent two
models from simultaneously using the same frequency. Control
of RC model frequency at a flying field is possible; we
cannot control the use of an interfering radio as drives down
the road adjacent to the flying field.

As you represent this Kansan; please actively work to defeat
or acceptably alter PR Docket 92-235.

Sincerely,

r/~
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The Honorable Nancy Kassebaum
Room 302 Russell Building
washington, DC 20515

Dear senator Nancy Kassebaum:

I have been interested in
active in a local club whose
controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal communications commission (FCC). The proceeding is
PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of
frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents
and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 KHz band. this band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However our radio
control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land mobile
frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use
interfering with the other.

Now the FCC want to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. AS a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause
interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies
that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protec~ion of property.
Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the
radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as
proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the
margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and
weight as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build;
but more to the point, they are capable of causing property damage, serious
injury, or even death if radio interference caused the operator to lose control of
t:he r::r.I>.'ft. We OftE!P fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds
of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions
of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may
not think we are as important as business users of radios, but we have a
considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the
FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 Mhz band.

Sincerely,
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The Honorable Nancy Kassebaum
302 Russell Blvd.
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Kassebaum:

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is
considering an action that will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby ofmine, radio
controlled (RIC) model airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of your rules
with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping 10 Khz
spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will
allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at
least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band now
used by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the entire RIC hobby industIy. If
put into effect, my airplane or helicopter could easilybe shot out of the sky by a mobile user rd have no way
of knowing about. 1bis creates a severe health hazard.

~

I have been involved in this hobby for several years. I own several radios and model airplanes, cars
and boats. In addition, I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field accessories and other products
necessary to support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds of thousands of other RIC hobbyists
in the u.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect a lot of people economically and in terms
of enjoyment.

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Khz spacing between all frequencies on 75 MHz and 72 MHz
bands available for safe use by RIC enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate this hobby that has grown
tn!IDendouslv over the~ 30.year5 and has so much investment of money and enjoyment of people
nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

~~~
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The Honorable Nancy Kassebaum
Room 302 Russell Building
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Senator Nancy Kassebaum:

I have been interested in aviation for as long as I can
active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing
controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal communications commission (FCC). The proceeding is
PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of
frequencies currently assigned for model use ana increase the risk of accidents
and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. this band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However our radio
control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land mobile
frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use
interfering with the other.

Now the FCC want to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause
interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies
that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property.
Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordinat10n and use of the
radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as
proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the
margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and
weight as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build;
but more to the point, they are capable of causing property damage, serious
injury, or even death if radio interference caused the operator to lose control of
the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds
of operators participate. we need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions
of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may
not think we are as important as business users of radios, but we have a
considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commer~ial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the
FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 Mhz band.

"1\:\.. jo~t\~~
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The Honorable Nancr Kassebaum

Room 302 Russell Building
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Senator Nancy Kassebaum:

I have been interested in aviation for as long as I can
active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing
controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is
PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of
frequencies currently assigned for model use ana increase the risk of accidents
and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 KHZ band. this band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However our radio
control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land mobile
frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use
interfering with the other.

Now the FCC want to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause
interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies
that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property.
Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordinat~on and use of the
radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as
proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the
margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and
weight as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build:
but more to the point, they are capable of causing property damage, serious
injury, or even death if radio interference caused the operator to lose control of
the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds
of operators participate. we need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions
of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may
not think we are as important as business users of radios, but we have a
considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help
FCC to carry out
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j The Honorable Nancy Kassebaum
Room 302 Russell Building
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Senator Nancy Kassebaum:
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I have been interested in aviat10n for as long as I can remember. I am very
active in a local club whose members. enjoy constructing and operating radio
controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications commission (FCC). The proceeding is
PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of
frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents
and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

OUr radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. this band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However our radio
control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land mobile
frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use
interfering with the other.

Now the FCC want to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause
interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies
that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property.
Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the
radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as
proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the
margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and
weight as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build;
but more to the point, they are capable of causing property damage, serious
injury, or even death if radio interference caused the operator to lose control of
the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds
of operators participate. We need the use of our full co~plement of radio
frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions
of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may
not think we are as important as business users of radios, but we have a
considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoYment of my pastime by not allowing the .
FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 Mhz band.

Sincerely,
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Honorable Nancy Kassebaum
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Kassebaum:

I am very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing
and operating radio controlled model airplanes. I am concerned
about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by
the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is
PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce
the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use
and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for
controlling model airplanes.

The FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting
them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As
a reSUlt, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the
radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control
operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies presently used
for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be
left if these new rUles are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to
great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders
and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions
involve the careful coordination and use of the raQio control
frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished
as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to
10 feet and weigh as much as 30 to 40 pounds. The models themselves
are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable
of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio
interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft.
We often fly our models at organized events and contests where
hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full
complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense
of radio control modelers. Please help me continue the safe
enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out
its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

fllark Kcthr;e...-I
;{~I Box dZ5
Blue /(c;,.p;Js ) Ks ~b4 (I

Sincerely,

f1tu~~



John J. Knoll
3409 S.W. 29th Terrace

Topeka, Kansas 66614-2747

Home (913) 271-5764
Office (913) 296-2639

February 21, 1993

PR Docket 92-235
The Honorable Nancy Kassebaum
302 Russell Building
Was~on,D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Kassebaum:

I was recently infornled that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is
considering rule-making regarding the spacing of radio frequencies which will greatly impact my
radio-controlled (RIC) aircraft hobby. I am referring to the Notice of Proposed Rule-Making in
the docket captioned above.

RIC frequencies currently are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. The FCC's proposed rule would
split land mobile frequencies in those bands into narrower bandwiths to create more frequencies.
The proposed rule would allow mobile radio users on frequencies within 2.5 KHz of those
currently used in the RIC aircraft hobby and would eliminate the safe use of at least 31 of the 50
channels on the 72 MHZ band and 10 of the 30 frequencies available on the 75 MHz band.

The FCC's proposed rule will have a severe detrimental impact upon me and all others
engaged in the RIC hobby. Should the new rules become effective, radio interference could
"shoot down" an airplane that I spent several hours building. The plane I currently fly has a five
foot wingspan and weighs about six pounds. The potential for property damage and personal
injwy from radio interference under the proposed rule is enOrnlOus.

I have been involved in RIC for approximately five years and currently own two planes and
one radio. Additionally, I own several hundred dollars worth of support equipment. Adoption of
the new rule would have an adverse financial impact on me and several others like me.

I urge you to vote no on the FCC's proposed rule. Please help me continue the safe
enjoyment of my hobby. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

~1~
John J. Knoll

-~'", ..



Th~ Honorable Nancv Kassebaum
United States Senate
Washington, n.c. 20510

Dear Senator Kassebaum:
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I have been interested in model aviation for as long as r c~F~",~E~RY
I am very active in both constructinq and operating radio controlled
mod~l airplanes.

I am vp.ry concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adoptpd, the new rulp.s will qreatly
rp.ducp. the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling
mndel airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However,
our radio control frequencies in this band are far enouah apart from the
land mobile frp.quencies that we havp. been abl~ to share the band without
either use interfering with the nther.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting
them into narrower bandwidths and rearranaing the band plan. As a
result, many land mobile frequencip.s will move closer to the radio
control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations.
I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if
these new rules are adopted.

When w~ fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the
rpmaining frequencies will becomp. congested and the margin of safety
will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanps have wing spans up to 10
fp.et and weiqh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are
expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing
property damage. serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

~~ I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
---~~~~~~-conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
;~~ modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users
~~~ of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in

___JC~?n~tg~t~6~7~§Q~5~ our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hour~ of enjoyment to
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing
the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

~~
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19 February 1993

The Honorable Nancy Kassebaum
United States Senate
Washington DC 20510

Dear Senator Kassebaum:

I have recently been informed of Proposed Rule, PR Docket 92
235, in which the Federal Communications Commission wishes to
implement the use of the 72 and 75 MHz bands for cellular
telephones. These radio frequency bands are presently in use
by the sport/recreation modeling community which already has
large sums of money invested in their equipment. Should these
frequency bands be utilized by cellular telephones as is
proposed, they would create a major impact on the safe use of
current and future radio controlled model airplanes, cars and
boats. The use of cellular telephones which incidentally are
four times more powerful than equipment presently in use in
these frequency ranges, could create extremely unsafe and
hazardous conditions with potential harmful results to both
human life and property.

I therefore ask you to oppose the implementation of PR Docket
92-235.

s/(re4~

~. Kutkuhn
RR 5 Box 430
Augusta KS 67010
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The Honorable Nancy Kassebaum
302 Russell Blvd.
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Kassebaum:
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CfACEOFTHE SECnETARY

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is
considering an action that will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby ofmine, radio
controlled (RIC) model airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Doclcet 92-235 replaces Part 90 of your rules
with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping 10 Khz
spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will
allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at
least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band now
used by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

This action will have a severe. detrimental impact upon me and the entire RIC hobby industIy. If
put into effect, my airplane or helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a mobile user rd have no way
of knowing about. This creates a severe health hazard.

_i I have been involved in this hobby for several years. I own several raZs and'model airp'£s, c.Js ,L;~A
and bOats. In addition, I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field accessories and other products (!~ :;D~1'

necessary to support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds of thousands of other RIC hobbyists 19 --::>
in the u.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect a lot of people economically and in terms!$' / 0 o~ ~
of enjoyment. ::::::

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Khz spacing between all frequencies on 75 MHz and 72 MHz
bands available for safe use by RIC enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate this hobby that has grown
tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much· investment of money and enjoyment of people
nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The Honorable Nanc~ Kassebaum
U.S. Senate
Russell Office Building, Room #302
1st & C Streets, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20510
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Dear Senator Kassebaum:

I am an engineer in the Telecommunication Industry and enjoy
constructing and flying radio controlled models as a hobby/sport
and as a pastime with my son. I also have many friends in the
hobby and I am concerned about the Federal Communications
Commission CFCC) Notice of Proposed Rule Making CNPRM-PR Docket
92-235) .

Between my son and I, we own several radios and fly both
model airplanes and helicopters. Our investment in the hobby is
well over $~,OOO. In addition to our investment, a major concern
in our hobby is the safety of those involved.

Should NPRM-PR Docket 92-235 be adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned
for model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant
liabilit~ for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobil dispatch...
operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we
have been able to share the band without either use interfering
with the other.

Now the FCC want to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I understand that of the 50 frequencies that
are presently available for radio control of model airplanes,
only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly model airplanes under radio control, we go to
great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and
bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio
control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will
become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly
decreased.



Please unde~stand that man~ model airplanes have wing spans
of 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 to ~O pounds. The models
themselves are expensive to build: but more important, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury or even death
if radio inte~fe~ence causes the operator to lose control of the
craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contest
where hund~eds of operators participate. We need the use of our
full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe
flying environment for both participants and observers.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control modelers, who contribute greatly to many new
designs in commercial aviation and electronic. The FCC may not
conside~ us as important as business use~s of ~adio, but we have
a conside~able investment in our models and in our radio
equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people like myself and member of my family. The
hobby is a fast growing one and will require additional usable
frequencies and not less in the future.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz
band, as proposed by PR Docket 92-235.

Sincerely,

f~~
157LJ:O W lLJ:6th st
Olathe, Kansas 66062


